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Judicial immunity arose because it was in the public interest to have judges who were at liberty to exercise their independent 
and impartial judgment about the merits of a case! without apprehension of the personal consequences of exposure to potential 
damages liability,” and to be free from vexatious and frivolous actions prosecuted by disgruntled litigants.” Moreover, it is 
generally held that application of the doctrine is necessary to protect the finality of judgments," discourage inappropriate 


collateral attacks,” ensure that most judicial mistakes or wrongs are open to correction through ordinary mechanisms of review,° 


and prevent an avalanche of suits which would provide powerful incentives for judges to avoid rendering decisions likely to 


provoke them,’ waste judicial time, and deter competent persons from taking office.’ 
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Footnotes 

l Antoine v. Byers & Anderson, Inc., 508 U.S. 429, 113 S. Ct. 2167, 124 L. Ed. 2d 391 (1993); Forrester v. 
White, 484 U.S. 219, 108 S. Ct. 538, 98 L. Ed. 2d 555 (1988); Dennis v. Sparks, 449 U.S. 24, 101 S. Ct. 
183, 66 L. Ed. 2d 185 (1980). 
Judicial immunity furthers the public interest in the administration of justice by allowing judicial officers 
to be free to act on their own convictions, without fear of personal liability. Sledd v. Garrett, 123 S.W.3d 
592 (Tex. App. Houston 14th Dist. 2003). 
Antoine v. Byers & Anderson, Inc., 508 U.S. 429, 113 S. Ct. 2167, 124 L. Ed. 2d 391 (1993). 

3 Forrester v. White, 484 U.S. 219, 108 S. Ct. 538, 98 L. Ed. 2d 555 (1988). 

4 Forrester v. White, 484 U.S. 219, 108 S. Ct. 538, 98 L. Ed. 2d 555 (1988); Carey v. Dostert, 185 W. Va. 


247, 406 S.E.2d 678 (1991). 
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5 Forrester v. White, 484 U.S. 219, 108 S. Ct. 538, 98 L. Ed. 2d 555 (1988); Meyer v. Foti, 720 F. Supp. 
1234 (E.D. La. 1989). 

6 Forrester v. White, 484 U.S. 219, 108 S. Ct. 538, 98 L. Ed. 2d 555 (1988); Lavit v. Superior Court In and 
For County of Maricopa, 173 Ariz. 96, 839 P.2d 1141 (Ct. App. Div. 1 1992). 

1 Forrester v. White, 484 U.S. 219, 108 S. Ct. 538, 98 L. Ed. 2d 555 (1988). 


Lavit v. Superior Court In and For County of Maricopa, 173 Ariz. 96, 839 P.2d 1141 (Ct. App. Div. 1 1992). 
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